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1. This action is responsive to the amendment filed on March 10, 2005. Claims 1 , 8, 
13, 17, 27, 29, 32, 35, 38, 41, 44, 47, and 50 were amended. Claims 1-2, 4-8, 10, 13, 
15-19, and 27-52 are pending. Claims 1-2, 4-8, 10, 13, 15-19, and 27-52 represent 
method system and program for Re-Directing Requests from Browsers for 
communication over Non-IP based networks. 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1-2, 4-8, 10, 13, 15-19, and 27-52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains 
subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable 
one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to 
make and/or use the invention. The claims were amended to include the feature of 
communicating using "simple network transport protocol". There is no such description 
of a SNTP protocol in the specification. 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-2, 4-8, 10, 13, 15-19, and 27-52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, 
second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly 
claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. The claims were 
amended to include the feature of a SNTP. There is no such protocol in the network 
technological field. 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

5. Claims 8, 10, 29-32, and 35-52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Gupta et al. f U.S. Patent No. 6,374,305. 

Gupta teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a WEB application 
interface system in a mobile-based client server system (see abstract). 

As to claim 8, Gupta teaches a method of deploying content to client 
applications, comprising: 

accepting inbound messages from a mobile client application running on a 
mobile client device via a proxy IP/port (see figs. 1-2; col. 4, lines 5-15, see proxy 34); 

accessing a HTTP redirector acting as a mobile client side proxy (see fig. 2; col. 
4, lines10-40, proxy layer 34) 

packaging said inbound messages into an internal message format with said 
HTTP redirector (see col. 4, lines 25-55, Gupta discloses that a messages are packed 
for transmission by proxy 34); 

forwarding the packaged message to a back-end server via a message router 
over a non-IP network protocol network (see figs. 2-3; col. 4, lines 40-45, Gupta 
discloses that the proxy forwards the packaged message through the client message 
handler 36 and server message handler 40 which act as gateways, a router is a layer 3 
gateway, Gupta further incorporates U.S. Patent No. 5,850,517 col. 7, lines 1-40 which 
teaches non-IP wireless network); 

receiving a response from a web server over said non-IP protocol network(see 
col. 5, lines 30-50, Gupta discloses that a response is received from web server 44 over 
network 30); 

packaging said response into said internal message format by said back-end 
server and forwarding the response to the HTTP redirector via a message router and a 
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protocol gateway (see figs. 2-3; col. 5, lines 42-55, Gupta discloses that WEB agent 42 
packs the response back to the internal message format which is forwarded by the 
message handler 40 to the client message handler system 36, the message handlers 
act as a gateway). 

As the examiner best understand the claim language. It is assumed that the 
applicant meant to include communicating using a SNMP. 

Gupta does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation of communicating using 
SNMP. 

However, "Official Notice" is taken that the concept and advantages of using 
SNMP is old and well known in the art. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Gupta by specifying communication using SNMP. One would be 
motivated to do so since SNMP is not limited to TCP/IP, and can be used to manage 
and monitor all sorts of equipment including computers, routers, wiring hubs, toasters 
and jukeboxes. 

As to claim 10, Gupta teaches the method of claim 8 above further comprising: 
Unpacking said packaged response by the HTTP redirector; and transferring said 
unpacked response to said mobile client application running on said mobile client device 
via the proxy IP/port (see col. 4, lines 30-45, Gupta discloses that the proxy 34 recovers 
the raw HTTP message responses sent to the client). 

As to claim 29, Gupta teaches a messaging system comprising: 
a mobile client device comprising a web browser and a redirector communicating 
with said web browser , said redirector packaging messages from the web browser in a 
fundamental network non-IP network protocol (see figs. 1-2; col. 4, lines 5-30, Gupta 
discloses that a messages are packed for transmission by proxy 34); 

a web server; a plurality of wireless networks adapted to communicate messages 
between said mobile client device and said Web server and support one or more non-IP 
wireless network protocols (see fig. 1 ; col. 4, line 30, Gupta discloses that the proxy 
forwards the packaged message through the client message handler 36 and server 
message handler 40 which act as gateways, a router is a layer 3 gateway, Gupta further 
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incorporates U.S. Patent No. 5,850,517 col. 7, lines 1-40 which teaches non-IP wireless 
networks); 

a protocol gateway encapsulating said fundamental non-IP network protocol, said 
non-IP network protocol underlining each of said one or more wireless network 
protocols (see col. 4, lines 25-40, Gupta discloses that the client message handler acts 
as a gateway); 

a communicator to communicate messages between said web browser and said 
Web server over said non-IP wireless network protocol through said protocol gateway 
independent of a selected wireless network protocol (see col. 4, lines 36-40, Gupta 
discloses that the client and server communicate through message handlers that act as 
gateways). 

Gupta does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation of communicating 

using SNMP. 

However, "Official Notice" is taken that the concept and advantages of using 
SNMP is old and well known in the art. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Gupta by specifying communication using SNMP. One would be 
motivated to do so since SNMP is not limited to TCP/IP, and can be used to manage 
and monitor all sorts of equipment including computers, routers, wiring hubs, toasters 
and jukeboxes. 

As to claim 30, Gupta teaches the system of claim 30 above wherein said server 
is an HTTP proxy server, which is adapted to receive a plurality of HTTP requests from 
said client device, send each the request over the Internet to the server and transmit a 
response corresponding thereto from the server to the client device (see col. 4). 

As to claim 31 , Gupta teaches the system of claim 29 above, wherein the proxy 
server is adapted to support one or more HTTP protocols (see col. 4-5). 

As to claim 32, Gupta teaches the system of claim 29 above wherein said HTTP 
proxy server comprises a creator for creating a TCP/IP socket connection; and a 
manager for managing the TCP/IP socket connection (see col. 4-5). 

As to claim 35, Gupta teaches a method of receiving content at a mobile client 
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application, comprising: 

receiving HTTP content at said mobile client application over a non- 
IP protocol network (see col. 4, lines 40-55, Gupta discloses receiving HTTP content at 
a mobile client over a wireless on-IP network); 

redirecting said HTTP content in said non-IP protocol to a content packager, (see 
figs. 1-3; col. 4, lines 1-60, Gupta discloses using message handlers and a proxy layer 
at the client for packaging HTTP content for presentation at the mobile client); 

packing said HTTP content for presentation at said mobile client application, and 
presenting said HTTP content said mobile client application (see col. 4-5, Gupta 
discloses using message handlers and a proxy layer at the mobile client for packing 
HTTP content for presentation at the client). 

Gupta does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation of communicating 

using SNMP. 

However, "Official Notice" is taken that the concept and advantages of using 
SNMP is old and well known in the art. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Gupta by specifying communication using SNMP. One would be 
motivated to do so since SNMP is not limited to TCP/IP, and can be used to manage 
and monitor all sorts of equipment including computers, routers, wiring hubs, toasters 
and jukeboxes. 

As to claim 36, Gupta teaches the method according to claim 35, wherein said 
step of redirecting further comprises; 

acting as a client side proxy (see col. 4, lines 20-60). 

As to claim 37, Gupta teaches the method according to claim 35, wherein said 
step of redirecting further comprises: 

decompressing of said HTTP content (see col. 4, lines 15-20). 

As to claim 38, Gupta teaches a method of deploying HTTP content to an 
Internet server, comprising: 

deploying HTTP content to said Internet server (see col. 4, lines 40-55); 
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redirecting said HTTP content to a non-IP protocol in a content packager (see 
col. 4-5, Gupta discloses that the proxy layer and message handler redirect HTTP 
content to a wireless non-IP protocol network); 

packing said HTTP content for presentation to a non-IP network; 
and presenting said HTTP content to said non-IP network (see col. 4-5, Gupta discloses 
using message handlers and a proxy layer at the mobile client for packing HTTP 
content for presentation at the client). 

Gupta does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation of communicating using 
SNMP. 

However, "Official Notice" is taken that the concept and advantages of using 
SNMP is old and well known in the art. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Gupta by specifying communication using SNMP. One would be 
motivated to do so since SNMP is not limited to TCP/IP, and can be used to manage 
and monitor all sorts of equipment including computers, routers, wiring hubs, toasters 
and jukeboxes. 

As to claim 39, Gupta teaches the method according to claim 38, wherein said 
step of redirecting further comprises: 

acting as a client side proxy (see col. 4-5). 

Claims 40-52 do not teach or define any new limitations above claims 8, 10, 29- 
32, 35-39 and therefore are rejected for similar reasons. 

6. Claims 1-2, 4-7, 13, 15-19, 27-28, and 33-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Gupta et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,374,305 in view of 
Aravamudhan et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,563,919 (referred to hereafter as Ara). 

Gupta teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a WEB application 
interface system in a mobile-based client server system (see abstract). 

As to claim 1 , Gupta teaches a method of deploying content to client 
applications, comprising: 
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Accepting inbound messages from a mobile client application running on a 
mobile client device via a proxy IP/port port (see figs. 1-2; col. 4, lines 5-15, see proxy 
34); 

packaging said inbound messages into an internal message format with an HTTP 
redirector (see col. 4-5, Gupta discloses that a messages are redirected through the 
proxy 34); 

forwarding said packaged message from said mobile client device to a back-end 
server over a non-IP protocol network; receiving a response from a web server (see col. 
5, lines 30-45, Gupta discloses that a request is forwarded by the server 22 to the web 
server 44); 

packaging the response into the internal message format with the back-end 
server and forwarding the response to the HTTP redirector (see col. 4, lines 25-55, 
Gupta discloses that a messages are packed for transmission by proxy 34); and 

transferring the response to the client application running on the client device via 
the proxy IP/port (see figs. 1-3; col. 5-6). 

Gupta fails to teach the limitation wherein the HTTP redirector sits on top of a 
library of mobile service and accesses it to obtain information about a wireless protocols 
supported by the client device. 

However, Ara teaches a gateway cluster having a number of gateways for 
different types of communication protocols by converting network messages to 
normalized messages by querying the mobile systems where the messages where 
generated (see abstract). Ara teaches HTTP redirector sits on top of a library of mobile 
service (see col. 6, Ara discloses that a unified mobility manager UMM 30 provide a 
unified hardware for processing and providing responses for various types of mobile 
communications protocols by providing a unified directory services). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Gupta by providing a unified directory of services at the agent 42 to 
provide for multiple protocol translations. One would be motivated to do so to allow for 
different types of mobile platforms to interact with the system. 
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The combination of Gupta and Ara do not explicitly teach the claimed limitation of 
communicating using SNMP. 

However, "Official Notice" is taken that the concept and advantages of using 
SNMP is old and well known in the art. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the combination of Gupta and Ara by specifying communication 
using SNMP. One would be motivated to do so since SNMP is not limited to TCP/IP, 
and can be used to manage and monitor all sorts of equipment including computers, 
routers, wiring hubs, toasters and jukeboxes. 

As to claim 2, Gupta teaches the method of claim 1 above. 

Gupta fails to teach the limitation wherein the library of mobile services are 
stored at the client. Gupta does teach that the client device may reconnect and 
communicate with the server via different network media (see col. 9 of U.S. Patent No. 
5,850,517 which was incorporated into the Gupta reference in col. 4). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Gupta by storing the library of services at the client side. One would 
be motivated to do so to allow the client to connect to the servers through different 
network media. 

As to claim 4, Gupta teaches the method of claim 1 wherein the HTTP redirector 
acts as a client side proxy (see col. 4). 

As to claim 5, Gupta teaches the method according to claim 1 , wherein the HTTP 
redirector provides compression of the inbound packaged message (see figs. 1-3; col. 
4, lines 15-20). 

As to claim 6, Gupta teaches the method according to claim 1 , wherein the HTTP 
redirector provides decompression of the response (see col. 4) 

As to claim 7, Gupta teaches the method according to claim 1 , wherein the HTTP 
redirector unpacks the packaged response (see col. 4). 

Claims 13, 15-19, 27-28, and 33-34 do not teach or define any new limitations 
above claims 1-2, 4-7 and therefore are rejected for similar reasons. 
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7. Applicant's arguments filed March 10, 2005 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. In the remarks, the applicant argues in substance that The Gupta 
and Ara references fail to teach a simple network transport protocol. 
In response, the Examiner cannot identify any literature that discusses a "Simple 
Network Transport Protocol", the applicant's representative is invited to call the 
Examiner to clarify this issue. 



8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 



9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Saleh Najjar whose telephone number is (571)272- 
4006. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571)272-4001. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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